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APPLICANT'S REPLY TO THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK 

OFFICE ACTION 



Dear Commissioner for Patents 



In response to the Office action mailed 08/29/2003 I send the following items: 

1 . Amendments to the claims (2 sheets). 

All the claims 1-10 as published under the Patent Cooperation Treaty 
(International Publication Date: 18 January 2001, International Publication Number 
WO 01/03958 Al) are CANCELED and REPLACED by NEW claims 1 1-19. 

All the NEW claims 11-19 REPEAT VERBALLY the claims 1-9 respectively as 
AMENDED UNDER RULE 66 PCT, APPROVED by International Examining ^ 
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Authority, and COMMUNICATED by the International Bureau to all the elected 
Offices. 



2. Amendments to the specification (2 sheets). 

The amendments REPEAT VERBALLY the amendments UNDER RULE 66 PCT 
to the specification as originally published by the International Bureau (International 
Publication Date: 18 January 2001, International Publication Number WO 01/03958 
Al), APPROVED by International Examining Authority, and COMMUNICATED by 
the International Bureau to all the elected Offices. 

Amended sheets 1 and 2 are to replace respectively sheets 1 and 2 as originally 
published by the International Bureau. 

3. Copies of relevant communications with the International Exaniining Authority. 

4. Detailed discussion of the innovative essence of my invention (including some 
drawings and photos). 

In particular I refute and reject all the Examiner objections formulated in the 
"Detailed Action", including "elect ion req uirem ent", and give detailed j us tification for 
mv standpoint. 

5. Election of the invention to be examined. 

I elect the species A as the invention to be examined and to which the claims 
should be restricted if no generic claim is finally held to be allowable. 

Generic claim 1 1 (new) and claims 12 (new), 14 (new) and 15 (new) are all 
readable on the elected species A. 



Respectfully submitted 




Wieslaw J. Oledzki 
Ul. Lipowa 18AM2 
15-427 Bialystok 
POLAND 
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